In my opinion the paper has been much improved, and the responses to my comments are well reasoned. I think this is an interesting development in an exciting area of soil science. However, before I would recommend publication, I do think there are some important changes that a) have not been done as it is claimed (presumable just file version errors), but b) do need to be done. This is to refine the clarity of the message in the Author's well-reasoned 'new line of argument' and to clarify how NH4NO3 may have explained the deviation from the expected results relative to the control (which taken collectively would mean results do not contradict the aggregate stabilisation mechanism proposed by the authors).
Authors [8] We now write: "Decreased POC release in E1 could be explained by pre-incubation of soil aggregates given 0.2 mM NH4NO3 and further addition of NH4NO3 with enzyme application. Redmile-Gordon et al. (2015) proposed that low C/N ratios of substrates available to soil microorganisms reduces cell specific EPS production rates, and may trigger microbial consumption of EPS to acquire C for cell-growth. The observations leading to this proposed dynamic were also found by addition of NH4NO3. In the present study, NH4NO3 was applied with all treatments including the control (which also received no C from enzyme provision). The resulting lowest C/N ratio in the control soils may itself have decreased the EPS, contributing to the higher than expected release of POM from the control soil with sonication at 50 J mL-1, and the break in the trend for increasing POM release with increasing enzyme addition."
MRG:
The above is fine, but, the actual messages in manuscript version 3 are fragmented. 2) to move the distracting but important statement currently at line 429-431 to a subsequent paragraph (see later suggestion) "Enzyme C in E1 to E4 could be used as microbial C source. The addition of SOC is known to lead to soil aggregate stabilization (Watts et al., 2005; Tang et al., 2011) and withdraw the effect of reduced C/N ratio." 
i.e. [lines 431 435]
In contrast, the retention of the lowest C/N ratio in the control soils may itself have sustained EPS consumption and repressed reconstruction of the EPS, contributing to the higher than expected release of POM from the control soil with sonication at 50 J mL-1 and the break in the trend for increasing POM release with increasing enzyme addition. Next follows another example where the manuscript has not been changed as described (which makes things a little difficult for me).
[9] Further "Probably high enzyme concentrations dissolve biofilm structures that remain part of the coarse POM at low enzyme treatment, which results in underestimation of E4 POC release." was added in this paragraph. It has been a pleasure to learn of your work.
Best wishes and regards, Marc

